should experience greater levels of disemployment, but Brown, Gilroy, and Kohen (1982) could find no convincing evidence that this occurs.
Economic researchers have also become interested in the nonemploy-ment influences of a statutory minimum wage. Hashimoto (1982), Lazear and Miller (1981), and Fleisher (1981) have argued that, in addition to whatever disemployment effects are caused, the minimum wage will also prevent young people from being able to engage in on-the-job training. These human capital theorists propose a model in which an employee's füll wage has a market wage and an unmeasured component of on-the-job training that shows up in future wage growth. Using the National Longitudinal Survey (NLS) between 1966 and 1969, Hashimoto (1982) estimates that the loss in earnings growth would be between 2.7 and 15 percent of the observed wage of workers.  It seems unlikely, however, that the minimum wage could explain the increasing gap in employment between adults and youths (particularly minorities and women) since, in real terms, the minimum wage has been declining in recent years.1*
Discrimination
Discrimination could contribute to youth employment problems in the form of discrimination on the basis of age or on the basis of race or
11 In addition to whatever disemployment or nonemployment is caused by the minimum wage on the demand side, the existence of income maintenance programs may work (along with minimum wage laws) to provide an alternative to work for children of families receiving income maintenance. Thus, these government interventions might affect the supply of labor. Betsey and Dunson (1981) find that part of the estimated minimum wage impact may be attributable to increases in weifare payments.  It is clear that in trying to assess the impact of minimum wages one has to also consider changes in other income maintenance programs.
Venti (1984) has estimated the disemployment effects caused by one income maintenance program, using data from the Seattle-Denver Income Maintenance Experiment.  This experiment offered benefits well in excess of contemporary welfare programs (e.g., financial support levels for a family of four of $3,800, $4,800, and $5,600 in constant 1971 dollars) . Venti finds that this income maintenance program had large disemployment effects, but that when one considers the choice äs a joint one with the decision to go to school, almost all of the disemployment is a movement into schooling, not into idleness. Venti and Wise (1984) argue that interpretation of these results requires an allowance for schooling decisions because analysis of "the simple work effect may be an incomplete indicator of the social and economic consequences of an income maintenance program.11 Of course, in turn, one does not know whether some of this movement into schooling may represent disguised idleness: Are youths using their time to gain real market skills through schooling or simply disguising their problem with unproductive schooling?

